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‘v‘ % REGION 5
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APR 11 2012

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

WC-15J

CERTIFIED MAIL 7009 1680 0000 7635 8576
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

[FOIA Exemption (b) (6) Pork Faml
3640 Honeysuckle Road
Coulterville, Illinois 62237

Dear [FOIA Exemption (b) (6) :

On November 9, 2011, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency conducted an inspection of your

[FOIA Exemption (b) (6)

facility, ork Farm in Coulterville, Illinois. The purpose of the inspection was to
determine whether your facility is in compliance with the Clean Water Act (CWA) and its
implementing regulations under 40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Part 122 applicable to
Large Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs). The report generated from that
inspection is attached.

The CWA provides that no point source may discharge pollutants to waters of the United States
without a permit. Section 301(a) of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. § 1311(a). The regulations under

40 C.F.R. Part 122 govern the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) under
the CWA and the duty to apply for NPDES permits for point sources that discharge pollutants to
waters of the United States. 40 C.F.R. Part 122 provides that “Large CAFOs™ are “point
sources” under the CWA, including those CAFOs that stable or confine more than 2,500 swine
each weighing 55 pounds or more or 10,000 swine each weighing less than 55 pounds. See 40
C.F.R. §§ 122.21(a) and 122.23. Your facility constitutes a “Large CAFO” under

40 C.F.R. Part 122. If a Large CAFO discharges pollutants (e.g., manure, litter, or process
wastewater) into the waters of the United States, it must apply for a NPDES permit under

40 C.F.R. Part 122, and is subject to the applicable Effluent Limitations Guidelines and
Standards for CAFOs under 40 C.F.R. Part 412.
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As noted in the inspection report, the following are potential violations which require attention:

EPA observed during the inspection that the hose used to pump manure from the
solids settling basin has leaked manure onto the ground. Sampling conducted
during the inspection indicates that pollutants have been discharged into the
unnamed tributary that runs through the facility. The unnamed tributary is a water
of the United States, and thus any discharge of pollutants into the tributary
without a permit violates Section 301(a) of the CWA.

The exterior manure pit south of the Wisconsin Building was full and was in need
of emptying. Such condition can lead to overflow during precipitation events that
could result in a discharge of pollutants to waters of the United States without a
permit in violation of Section 301(a) of the CWA.

There were no depth markers located in the manure storage ponds. Under

40 C.F.R. Part 412, Large CAFOs that discharge into waters of the United States
must have installed for all open surface liquid impoundments a depth marker that
clearly indicates the minimum capacity necessary to contain the runoff and direct
precipitation of a 25-year, 24-hour rainfall event.

EPA found during the inspection that your facility does not have a Nutrient
Management Plan. The lack of a Nutrient Management Plan or equivalent
records showing compliance with the requirements of the agricultural storm water
discharge exemption makes any run-off from land application fields subject to
NPDES violations. With respect to land applications, the discharge of manure,
litter, or process wastewater to waters of the United States from a CAFO as the
result of the application of that manure, litter, or process wastewater by the CAFO
to land areas under its control is a discharge from that CAFO subject to NPDES
permit requirements, except where it qualifies as an “agricultural storm water
discharge.” See 40 C.F.R. § 122.23(e). For unpermitted Large CAFOs, a
precipitation-related discharge of manure, litter, or process wastewater from land
areas under the control of a CAFO shall be considered an agricultural stormwater
discharge only where the manure, litter, or process wastewater has been land
applied in accordance with site-specific nutrient management practices that ensure
appropriate agricultural utilization of the nutrients in the manure, litter, or process
wastewater. Such nutrient management practices are specified under

40 C.F.R. § 122.42(e), including, among other things, implementation of a
Nutrient Management Plan.



Please provide an explanation of how you plan to or already have remedied the above items
within 45 days from the date of receipt of this letter. Please submit a detailed explanation to:

Water Enforcement & Compliance Assurance Branch (WC-151)
U.S. EPA Region 5

77 West Jackson Boulevard

Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590

Attention: Ben Atkinson, Agronomist

B 01k Farm to enforcement

Failure to remedy these potential violations may subject
action pursuant to Section 309 of the CWA.

If you have any questions, please contact Ben Atkinson at (312) 353-8243 as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

‘ J{L U\LJ‘.U /\ , !l‘p/t/
Tinka G. Hyde [/
Director, Water Division

ce: Bruce Yurdin, IEPA
Bruce Rhodely, IEPA
Brian Rhodely, IEPA



CWA COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION REPORT
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, REGION 5

Purpose: Compliance Evaluation Sampling Inspection

Facility: Pork Farm
3640 Honeysuckle Road

Coutlterville, Illinois 62237
NPDES Permit Number: None
Date of Inspection: November 9, 2011

EPA Representatives; Felicia Chase, Environmental Scientist ~ 312-886-0240
Ben Atkinson, Agronomist 312-353-8246

State Representatives: Bruce Rhodely, Agricultural Engineer  618-993-7200
Brian Rhodely, Env. Protection Engineer 618-993-7200

Facility Representatives: |- O e
Report Prepared by: Ben Atkinson, Agronomist 618-559-0559
atkinson.beni@epa.gov

Report Date: April 9, 2011

Inspector Signature -




BACKGROUND

The purpose of this report is to describe, evaluate, and document the SN Pork Farm’s
compliance with the Clean Water Act (CWA) at its Coulterville, Hlinois facility on November 9,
2011,

DA 01k Farm is a sole proprietorship swine operation in Washington County, Illinois. On

November 9, 2011, the facility had approximately 2,200 swine weighing less than 55 pounds and
4,560 swine weighing greater than 55 pounds. The capacity of the facility is 7,500 swine. All the
animals are confined in barns. stated that in 1983 the facility had its lowest

[FOIA Exemption

number of swine, 400, that were ever confined at the facility. The B Pork Farm reached
1ts maximum number of swine confined at the facility in the summer of 2011, reaching 7,500.
The facility is considered a Large Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO) based on the
Federal Regulations that categorize swine operation on the number of hogs maintained. The
threshold to be considered a large CAFO is 2,500 swine weighing more than 55 pounds. There
is currently no National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit allowing
discharges from the site and the facility has never applied for one.

N Pork Farm facility is comprised of nine livestock barns. Seven of the barns were
in use at the time of the inspection. One livestock barn was not in use at the time of the
inspectton, and one is no longer usable due to damage from a storm. Additionally, there is a two-
stage manure storage pond system as well as various storage and machine barns. An intermittent
unnamed tributary runs immediately between the buildings and the facility’s two-stage manure
storage ponds. Storm water flows to this intermittent unnamed tributary. The intermittent
unnamed tributary is 3.2 miles long and it flows to the South Fork of Mud Creek. 1.7 miles
downstream, the South Fork of Mud Creek flows into Mud Creek. 22.8 miles further
downstream, Mud Creek flows into the Kaskaskia River. The Kaskaskia River is a navigable
waterway and flows into the Mississippi River approximately 34.4 miles downstream. The
South Fork of Mud Creek has been assessed for water quality, but is not on the impaired list.
Mud Creek has been assessed for water quality and has been found to be impaired for dissolved
oxygen, manganese, total phosphorus, and sedimentation/siltation.

SITE INSPECTION

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) along with the Illinois
Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) arrived at the |SSSSSSRM Pork Farm at approximately
9:20 A.M. The temperature was approximately 47°F. EPA donned disposable boots then met
with and presented credentials tqQUENRCUIBIINGIO]; at the residence located at the northern end
of the il Pork Farm. JRESSELILEIOIO] stated that his son, FHRSSEiIIO0) ran the
farm and returned into his home to call him JUESRCHLUAWIO) arrived at approximately 9:40
AM. Upon REREIOIl) arrival, EPA again presented credentials and explained the purpose
of the mspection.

EPA performed a records review in the machine shed of thMRSSEEN Pork Farm. The
Pork Farm had neither a Nutrient Management Plan (NMP) nor any land application records.
is a Certified Livestock Manager, His Certified Livestock Manager Certificate is



current and is set to expire on March 8, 2013, does conduct routine visual
inspections, but no records are kept. Mortalities are managed using mortality bins provided by a
rendering service, Darling International Inc. All mortalities are documented and recorded.
Water for the operation is provided by a pond that was created by thejiiel| Pork Farm.
Water is supplied to the swine by means of nipple waterers and any spilled water is processed
with the manure. Feed is contained in bulk grain bins.

stated that the farm was aware of the problems associated with land application,
specifically the possibility for over accumulation of phosphorus. He had soil tests completed for
their land application fields. The dates of the soil tests range from March 1, 2004 — October 25,
2011, also stated that they had recently purchased semi-tankers fitted with flow
gages so as to be able to haul their manure further and track application volumes. The farm has a
two-stage manure storage pond that was constructed in 1989. The smaller eastern portion of the
manure storage pond (Stage 1) has a designed .75 million gallon capacity. The larger western
portion (Stage 2) has a designed 4 million gallon capacity. It was designed by the Randolph

County Soil and Water Conservation Service and built by the | They have not tested
their manure to analyze the nutrient content.
The NS Pork Farm has nine livestock buildings that have been used within the past year.

Table 1 summarizes the animal capacity and manure handling practices associated with each
building. Attachment 1 gives an aerial overview of the farm with the barns labeled for reference.

Table 1
Wisconsin | 0 Under-building to
exterior open pit
Georgia 500 Deep below building pit
Kentucky (Building - 0 N/A
Damaged in 2011)
Tennessee 350 Deep below building pit
Ilinois 550 Shallow below building
= Missouri 1300 pit to solids settling basin
2‘ Kansas 550 to manure storage ponds
A Colorado 720
Texas 2400 Deep below building pit




Walkthrough of the Facility

EPA began the walkthrough of the farm heading south from the machine shed. The first barn
encountered is named “Wisconsin”. Wisconsin is a nursery building with a capacity of 380
swine. It was empty on the date of the inspection. This building has a slotted floor that allows
manure to run beneath and to an exterior manure pit. The exterior manure pit was full and had
plant growth on the surface, but no signs of discharge were seen on the day of the inspection

(Photos 1 & 2).

I RV m———y

Photo 1. Facing
northwest. Note
exterior manure pit
with vegetation
covering most of
top and the building
named “Wisconsin”
in the upper right
corner.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:22 AM

Photo 2. Facing
northwest. Note
exterior manure pit
with vegetation
covering most of
top and the building
named “Wisconsin™
in the upper right
corner.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:22 AM




The next building encountered, “Georgia” has a 500 animal capacity and an 8ft x 12ft x 1201t
manure pit below the building. West, across the driveway, sat the foundation and remains of
“Kentucky” which had the roof blown off in a storm. Kentucky was used as recently as the
summer of 2011; however, stated that they planned to find an alternative use for
the concrete pads and would no longer be using the area for storing animals (Photos 3 and 4).

Photo 3. Facing
West. The remains
of Kentucky; no
longer used as a
livestock facility.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:26 AM

Photo 4. Standing
south of
“Tennessee”,
facing northeast.
The remains of
Kentucky; no
longer used as a
livestock facility.
Tennessee is
visible to the right.

Date/Time
November 9, 2011
10:29 AM




EPA continued south to “Tennessee”. This building has 8ft x 12ft x 100ft pit and a 350 animal
capacity. The mortality bins, provided by Darling International, are located behind this building
(Photo 5). Once filled, the bins are moved to a pickup location and Darling International is
contacted.

Photo 5.
Facing south.
Note mortality
bins behind
Tennessee.

Date/Time:
November 09,
2011 10:28
AM

Turning West, EPA walked around the conjoined “Tllinois”, “Missouri”, “Kansas”, and
“Colorado” barns. They are collectively known as “Midwest” barns. These building have
capacities of 550, 1100, 550, and 960 animals respectively.

Photo 6. Facing
west along the
Midwest
buildings.

Date/Time:
November 09,
2011 10:30 AM




There is a two foot deep gravity flow pit beneath these buildings that flow to an exterior solids
settling basin. This settling basin is located on the north side of the unnamed intermittent
tributary that runs through the facility. The effluent from the solids settling basin is pumped to
the Stage 1 manure storage pond. stated that the settling basin was originally
designed to use a submersible pump with an automatic on/off float and be pumped through PVC
pipes running above the surface; however, after several pumps failed, this system was
abandoned. An external pump and hose are now employed. The hose to which the pump is
attached is removed and laid on the ground when the pump is needed elsewhere. A portion of
the manure remaining in the hose after pumping had discharged onto the ground around the hose
and a pathway of dead vegetation was evident from where the hose was laid on the ground, to the
unnamed intermittent tributary (Photos 7-12), which EPA inspectors observed at the time of the
inspection.

Photo 7. Facing
south behind the
Midwest buildings.
Manure solids
settling basin.
Manure storage
ponds behind the
basin.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:32 AM




Photo 8. Facing
T:’.'i‘d east. Manure

g | settling basin. PVC
piping that is no
longer used along
with the hose that is
currently used to
pump liquid to
ponds.

Hose used for Disused PVC Pipe
manure pumping - b a—

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:32 AM

Photo 9. Facing east
on south side of
manure settling basin.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:39 AM




Photo 10. Facing
west. Solids settling
basin and hose used
to pump liquid
manure to ponds.
Note vegetation burn
out.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:34 AM

Photo 11. Facing south.
Hose used to transfer
manure to pond and
apparent discharge and
pathway on ground.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
11:57 AM




Photo 12. Facing
north from south
side of unnamed
intermittent
tributary. Note
apparent discharge
pathway to
tributary.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
12:00 PM

EPA continued the inspection by walking around the Stage 1 and Stage 2 manure storage ponds.
The west and northwestern berms of the Stage 2 pond had some woody growth.
stated that they intended to add soil to the slopes of the pond to change the slope to a manageable
and mow-able angle. EPA walked entirely around both ponds. No depth markers were installed.
The ponds were near capacity andiRREEEN stated that they intended to begin pumping their
manure storage ponds soon. A berm to the south of the Stage 1 pond directs the run-off coming
from the field to the south toward the unnamed intermittent tributary running through the facility.
stated that in the summer of 2011 some field run-off made it to the pond causing it
to over top its banks. stated that the berm had been modified and that the field
run-off could no longer enter the ponds.

10
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Photo 13. Facing
west. Stage 1 of
the manure storage
ponds.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:47 AM

Photo 14. Facing
east. Stage 1
manure storage
pond from west
side.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:56 AM




12

Photo 15. Facing
west. South side of
Stage 2 manure
storage pond.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
10:54 AM

Photo 16. Facing
west. North side of
Stage 2 manure
storage pond.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
11:01 AM




EPA continued south to the “Texas” building. Texas is comprised of four sections each with an
animal capacity of 600 swine. There is a 401t x 4881t x 8 ft manure pit beneath Texas. EPA
walked entirely around Texas.

Photo 17. Facing west.
North side of Texas
buildings. Note feed
storage structures.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
11:14 AM

Photo 18. Facing west. South
side of Texas buildings. Note
pump used to evacuate manure
from pit beneath building.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
11:18 AM

13



Photo 19. Facing north. An
access point for pumping manure
from the pit on south side of
Texas building.

Date/Time: November 09, 2011
11:18 AM

sample, SO1, from the water in the unnamed intermittent tributary at the point where the effluent
from the manure hose seemed to have previously entered.

Photo 20. S01, at apparent
confluence of manure
pathway and unnamed
intermittent tributary.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
12:01 PM

14



Photo 21. Sample SO01,
“Sample Location” taken
at apparent confluence of
manure pathway and
unnamed intermittent
tributary.

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
12:00 PM

Photo 22. Sample
S01

Date/Time:
November 09, 2011
12:00 PM

st S

b
Wytnsied

EPA concluded the sampling and gave a closing conference to [Retluuslial@l During the closing
conference, EPA provided the following compliance materials:

e University of Illinois Extension’s Manure Share Program brochure

e EPA’s CAFO Final Rulemaking — Fact Sheet

15



e NRCS EQIP program brochure
e EPA’s Small Business Resources Information Sheet
EPA then created a field blank sample, B01, “Blank”. EPA exited the facility at
approximately 12:35 P.M. The fecal coliform sample was packed in ice and delivered to Joan
Rogers who in turn delivered it to Tecklab Inc. and the holding time was met. The nutrient and
general chemistry samples were packed on ice and mailed to the EPA Regional Laboratory in
Chicago. Table 2. summarizes the sampling results

Table 2.
SAMPLING RESULTS
Biochemical Total . . Total Total
Sample | Sample Deseription Oxygen Kjeldahl N_ltr:ate— Ammonia Total Dissolved | Suspended Ft.zcal
- v Nitrite N as N Phosphorus . i Coliform
D (all liquid samples) Demand Nitrogen (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) Selids Solids (CFU/100m)
(mg/l) | (mg/L) s (mgl) | (mg/L)
Typical fimits 0.1+ 15 .03 1000 200%*
S01 Solids Settling Area 41 8.53 42.1 4.36 1.46 1640 7 30000
B0l Blank U u 0.08 0.05 u 4] U N/A

U = Not Detected

The typical limits are for general use waters and this data comes from the Illinois Water
Quality Standards (IEPA 2004) unless otherwise noted. There are no Water Quality
Standards for Biochemical Oxygen Demand, Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Nitrate-Nitrite, and
Total Suspended Solids but some limits are provided and are meant to be a benchmark for
comparison only.

* Maximum Nitrate-Nitrite amount for aquatic life (North Carolina State University Water
Quality Group) _

#* Although there are no effluent limits for CAFOs, from May to October the limit in Illinois for
Fecal Coliform in a stream for general use is 200 count/100ml.

* The Fecal Coliform results were analyzed by Tecklab Inc., 9795 Route 20 East, Stockton,

MNlinois, 61085.

¢ Ammonia Nitrogen, Total Phosphorus, Nitrate-Nitrite, Dissolved Solids (TDS), Total
Suspended Solids (TSS), Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen (TKN), and Biochemical Oxygen
Demand (BOD) were analyzed by the Region-5 Chicago Regional Laboratory.

The NN P01k Farm provided additional documentation via fax and email in December
2011. Documents prov1ded included copies of the soil tests performed on field application areas,
a copy of Livestock Manager Certification, confirmation of contracting the
development of a Nutrient Management Plan.

EPA conformed to all biosecurity procedures including wearing disposable boots while on the
site, leaving disposable boots at the site, and obtaining a vehicle wash after the inspections.
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POTENTIAL VIOLATIONS

According to Section 301(a) of the Clean Water Act, it is a violation to discharge pollutants from
a CAFO to waters of the United States without a permit.
EPA observed these conditions that require attention:

1. The exterior manure pit south of Wisconsin 1s full and was in need of
emptying.

2. The hose used to pump manure from the solids settling basin has leaked
manure onto the ground and had discharged to the unnamed tributary.

3. There was no depth marker located on the manure storage ponds.

4, The lack of a Nutrient Management Plan or equivalent records showing
compliance with the requirements of the agricultural storm water discharge
exemption makes any run-off from land application fields subject to NPDES
violations.

Additionally, the following are recommended best management practices that should be
considered for implementation.
EPA observed these conditions that require attention:
1. Vegetation around the berms was not mowed, so that owner/operator of the
facility could make an adequate determination of the conditions of the berm.

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

1. Aerial photograph of tholSSslal Pork Farm site with buildings, waterways,
sample locations, and discharge pathways labeled.

2. Copy of Ry Certified Livestock Manager Certificate.

FOIA Exemption (b) POrk F

3. Laboratory analysis of samples taken at the
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Bl DateIssued: 5152010  STATEOFILUNOIS . LiconseNuuiber: LvIAS7094 -~
| Date of Expiration: 3/82013 e © fspe Tt 00D

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

CERTIFIED LIVESTOGK MANAGER CERTIFICATE

This is to certxfy that the person whose name appears on this cerfificate. has compllcd. wlth
Section 30 of the Mlinois Livestock Management Facilities Act, 510 ILCS 77730, and/or tules. and
regulations adcpted ‘['herc under and is therefore-certified as a ]nrestmck managemeat facility 1 manager

Therefore said persen is granted certification @s specified herein until the date of expiration uxale:ss aﬂé
until otherwise S}lSpeﬂdBd revokc—:ci or mndxﬁed as provided in the gct cited,

Warren D. Goetsch, PE. " Blad A Heaver, Mamiger 5 7.
Burezu Chief, Enm’anmental ?mgrams - . - Livestock Management Faczhtass Pm,gmm

{£0-0) TTROSOYY
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UNITED STATESENVIRONMENTAL FROTECTION AGENCY
REGIONS CHICAGOREGIONALLABORATORY

536 SOUTH CLARK STREET
CHICA GO, ILLINOIS 60605
Date: 127112011
Subject: Review of Region 5 Data forlJgiRaiii Poile
From: Francis Awanys, Growp Leader
Region5 Chicago Regional Laboratory
To: Water Division, US EPA Region 3
77 West Jackson Boulevand
Chicago, IL 60604

The databeing ransmitted under this cover memo successfilly passed CRL's intermal dafa review procedures as documented in
our curtent Quality Management Flan (QMP) and appropriate Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs).  Please be aware that CRL
does not perform data validation which ishased on your data qualityobje ctives. This fimefion must be performed independently of
the laboratory generating the data.

Results in this report represent only the samples analyzed.
Pleass have the U.S. EPA Project ManagevOfficer call the CRL Saraple Coordinator at (312) 353-0375 for any cormments or

questions.

Attached are Resulis for: E’urﬂc

Data WMenagement Coordinator and Date Recenved

Date Trarsmitied: 1) !

Analyses inchaded in this repori:

BOD

Page 1 of 4
Report Mare: 1111006 FINAL Dec 07 11 0909



Environmental Protection Agency Region 5
Chicago Regional Laboratory

536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60603
Phone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(312)326-291

Water Divisicn, US EPA Region 5 T Tl OLA Excmption'gH

77 Wes t Jackson Bolevard Froject Nurmber. 01BA2011 Reparied:

Chicago IL, 50604 ProjectMarager: Clexy] Burdett Dec07-11 05:07
ANALYSIS CASE NARRATIVE

Phone (312)886-3682
Francis A, Awanya

General Information

Two (2) water samples, collected for theabove project, were received at the Chicago Regional Laboratory
(CRL) on 1171072011, Other pertinent information regarding those samgples is provided in the final analysis report.

Samples were checked out for BOD analysis from the CRL sarnple custodian on 11/10/2011 and analysis
beganthe same day. Analysis was completed within the holding time.

Sample Analysis and Resulis

Bamples were analyzed for BOD using CRL Standard Operating Procedura (CRL.SOP) AIGO06 Revision
No. 3.3 (Method reference SM 521080

Quality Control

All required quality control criterda for the laboratory, method, and system performance audits were
evaluated and detenmined to be within the CRL’'s QC lirnits. Exceptions are as follows.

Glucose/Glutcrnic Acid (GGA) checks: Recovery for one of two GGA check standards, 251.5 mg/L (126%),
exceeded the limit of 200 = 37 mg/L (81.5-118.5%). This could indicate high bias. Sample resulls are flagged ‘K’
for estimated and possble high bias. The impact on data is not dgnificant The second GGA check (recovery 234.5
mg/L) and all other QC audit results were within the limits,

Oxygen depletions: Oxygen depletions for dilutions of field blank sample 1111006-02 were less than 2 mg/L.
There isno B OD in the field blank.

Signature ,Date

: Page20f 4
G g
SCHA g gL Feport Hame: 1111006 FINAL Dec 07 11 0909



Environmesntal Protection Agency Region 5

Chicago Regional Laboratory

535 South Clatk Street, Chicege, IL 60603
Phore:{312)353-8370 Fer:{312)336-2591

Water Division, US EP4 Region 5 o
7 West Jackson Boalevard Project Humber, 0LDAZ1L Repocted:
Chisagna IL, 0834 Project Mavager: Cheryr] Burdett Dee07-1102:02
AMALYTECAL REPORTFOR SAMPLES
Sanple ID Labersbury 1 Mairix Pate Samgled Date Reveived
5-m 111106501 Water Hew0R-11 12:00 How-10-11 10:30
B-01 111100502 Waler Hew(R-11 1200 Hav-10-11 10:20

BOD, 5 day, SM 5210 B (modified)
US EPA Region § Chicago Regional Laboratory

SO1(L1I006-01) VWadkr Sampled: Nov-09-11 12:00 Receivald: Now-10-11 19:30

Flags ¢
|.Am13h Fesul Quilifies  MDL Lin, i Diltim  DBech  Popwed  Amlymd |
Bischervical Oxygen Densand 16 h:4 an a0 ngl 1 Bill0X0 Hee-10-11 How10-11

B-01 (1111006-07) Waider  Sawpled: Nov-00-11 1200 Facewed: Nov-10-1110:30

Flage £
ié.ml;m Fesuk Cniifizre DL L Thude Dilgtbn  Batch Prepared  Aralyzed I
Biochemic sl Oxyzen Demand 16 i 20 g ngl 1 Bl10) NWar-10-11 How-10-11
Francis S wanya, Group Leadsr Page 30f4

Report Marae: 1111006 FINAL Pec 0711 0209



Environmental Protection Agency Region 5

Chicago Regional Laboratory

536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605

Fhone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(312)886-2591
Watex Division, US EPA Region 5 Froject: [Tl
77 West Jackson Boalevard Progject Flumber: 01BAZD1L Reparted:
Chicago IL, 80804 ProjectManager: Cheywyl Buxdett Dec07-1102:02
Notes and Defnitions
K The identification of the analyte is arceptable; the reported vabie may be biased ligh. The achual valne is expected tobe less than
the reperted vahie.
1] Het Dateated
NE Hot Reported
Francis Awarym, Group Leader Page 4of 4

Report Name: 1111006 FINAL Dec 07 11 0909



Tterns for Project Manager Review

LabNumber Anslysie Analyte Exceplion
Drefanll Report (ot modified)

VERSION 6.08:2014
BOD Water) Result calenletions based on MDL
BOD (Water) Special Units: {mg/L)

111160601 BOD Biochemical Oxygen Demand K: The identification of the analyts is acceptable; the
reported velue may be biased high. "The actual value {s
expected to be less than the reporied value.

B111010-BSL BOD Biochemical Oxygen Demand Exceeds upper controt Bmit



Sample, Log and Extraction Comments

1111006-01
BOD
pH=7
pH=7
1111006-02
BOD
pH="7



UNITED STATESENVIRONMENTAL PR OTECTION AGENCY

LABORATORY
EEGIONS CHICAGO REGIONAL LABORATORY d i .
536 SOUTH CLARK STREET BUREAU
ACCREDITED ISO/EC 17025
CHICA GO, ILLINOIS 60605 Canificate # L2280 Testing
Date: 121142011
Subject: Review of Region 5 Data for [RNRRRERF u 1
From: Lawrence Wong Analyst
Region 5 Chicago Regional Laboraiory
To: Water Division, US EPA Region5
77 West Jackson Boulevand

Chicago, IL 60604

The data being transrited under this cover memo successfully passed CRL's internal dats revie w procedures as documented in
our curent CualityManagement Flan (QIVP) and appropriate Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs).  Pleass be awars that CRL
does not perform data validation which isbased on your data quality objectives. This function rust be performed independentlyof
the lshomtory generating the data.

Resultsin this report represant only the sarples analyzed.
Pleage have the 11.5. EPA Project Managey'Officer call the CRL Saraple Coordinator at (312) 353-0375 for any comments or

questions.

Attached are Results for: [INERIE Furk:

Data Managemernt Coordinater and Date Recerved

Date Transmitted: / !

Analyses incluled in this report:

Solids, TDS

Page 1 0f4
Reyport Nearew: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1727



Environmental Pretection Agency Region §

Chicago Regional Laboratory @ LABORATORY

ACCREDITATION
BUREAU

536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605 ACCREDITED ISO/IEC 17025

Phome:{312)353-8370 Fax:(312)886-291 Certifeate 3 L2280 Tesing
Water Divisicn, US EPA Region 5 Project: [[RNBRRR vk
T West Jackson Boulevard Project Mumber 01BA201L Reparted:
Chicaga IL, 80604 . ProjectMarager. Cheryl Burdett Dee-14-11 17:27
ANALY SIS CASE NARRATIVE
Analyst Phonenumber: 312-353-8418
Gemeral Informeation

Two (2) saraples wers received on Novernber L5, 2011 under Work Order #1111006 for Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) analysis. The
samyle preparation and anslysis began on Noveraber 15, 2011 andended on Noverber 18, 2011, The sample holding time was met.

Sample Aralysis and Resulis

Sample preparation, standards and analysis followed testing procednre CRL SOP AIGO0L7, Revision No.4.4 (Standard Methods 2540 C3,

Quality Contral

All quality contol (QC) audits followed CRL guidelines. Ths requived eualitycortrol eriteria for the laboratory, method, and systera
perfonance audits were evaluated and determined to be within the CRL’s QC linits.

Signature

, Date

Lamrence Wong, Aralyst

Fage 2 of 4
Report Name: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1727



Environmental Protection Agency Region 5

Chicago Regional Laborator LABORATORY
g g y ACCREDITATION
. BUREAU
536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605 ACCREDITED ISO/IEC 17025

Phone:(312)353-2370 Fax:(312)886-2591 Certificate # L2280 Testing
Water Divisica, US EPA Region 5 Projet: [SEREE Pk
77 West Jackson Bonlevard Project Number 01BA2011 Reparted:
Chieago IL, 60604 Project Marager: Chexyl Buxdett Dec-14-11 17:27

ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR SAMPLES

Sample ID Laheratory I Mabric Date Sarnpled Date Received
$-01 1111008-01 Water Now-08-111200  Now10-1110:30
B-01 111100502 Water New(2-111200  Now10-1110:30

Dissolved Solids, SM 2540C (modified)
US EPA Region 5 Chicago Regional Lahoratory
501 (1111006-01) Waier Sampled: Nov-09-11 12:00 Received: Nov-10-11 10:30
Fags/
fvadyte Resul Quilfirs  MDL Lint Thds  Diltbm  Buch  Frpured Jalymd l
Total Dissolved Solids 1610 200 00 ngl 1 BIIOW Herl51l How1511

B-011111006-02) Water Sanpled: Now-02-11 1200 Receved: Nov-10-11 10:30

Flags {
[ Annbye Resuk Qualifisrs DL Link Unis Diltin  Batch  Drepured  Szadymd |
Total Dissokred Solids U 200 0.0 mgll 1 BLIOW Nor-15-11 Now-15-11
Laurence Wong, Snalyst Page 30fd

Report Name: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1727



Envirormental Protection Agency Region 5

Chicago Regional Laboratory @ LABORATORY

ACCREDITATION
BUREAU

536 South Clark Street, Chicago, TL 60605 ACCREDITED ISO/IEC 17025

Fhone:(312)353-8370 Fax:{312)884-291 Certificate # L2280 Testing
Water Divisicn, US EPA Region 5 PR P
17 Wes t Jackson Bolevard Project Humber. OLEA2011 Repartel:
Chirago IL, 80604 ProjectMarazer: Chexyl Bumdstt Dec-14-11 17:27

Noies and Definitions
i) Hot Detected
HR Mot Reported
Lauence Wong, Analyst Pagedof4

Report Mare: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1727



Ttems for Project Manager Review

LabNumber Analydy Analyte Exception
Default Report (not modified)
VERSION 6488:2014
Bolids, TS (Water) Reault calaultjons based on MDL
Solids, TDS (Water) Special Units: (mg/dL}



Sample, L.og and Extraction Comments

1111006-01
Selids, TDS
pH=7
pH=7
111 006-02
Selids, TDS
pH=7



UNITED STATESENVIRONMENTAL PR OTECTION AGENCY

L. RATORY LABORATORY
REGIONS CHICAGO REGIONAL LABO d LABORATORY
536 SOUTH CLARK STREET BUREAU i
ACCREDITED ISONEC 17025
CHICA GO, ILLINOIS 60605 Certificate # L2280 Testing
Date: 121142011
Sbject: Review of Region5 Daia for [FRRNEREEE Forlk
From: Lawrence Wong Analyst
Region5 Chicago Regional Laberatory
To: Water Division, US EPA Region 5
77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chirage, IL 60604

The data being fransmitted uncer this cover memo successfully passed CRL's internal data review proceduresas documented n
our current Quality Management Flan (QMP) and appropriate Standard Opersting Procedwss {(SOPs).  Pleass be aware that CRL
does not perform data validation which isbased on your data quality objectives. This fimetion raust be performed independently of
the lhorstory gensrating the data.

Regults in this report repre sent only the samples analyzed.
Please have the 5. EPA Project ManageOfficer call the CRL Sempls Coordinator at {312) 333-0375 for any comments or

uestioms,

Attached are Results for: [RINRIIRRT«ri

Data Menagement Coordinator and Date Received

Date Transratted: ! )]

Analyses included in this repori:

Solids, TSS

Page 1 of 4
Report Mame: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1813



Environmental Protection Agency Region 5

Chicago Regional Laboratory @ LABORATORY

ACCREDITATION
BUREAU

536 South Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60605 ACCREDITED ISO/JEC 17025

Phone:(312)353.8370 Fax:(312)836-2381 Certificate = L2220 Testing
Water Divisicer, TS EPA Region 5 Puoject: [EENERR Dol
77 West Jackson Boalevad ProjectMurber: 01BA2011 Reparied:
Chicaze IL., 806804 Project Marager: Cheryl Busdedt Dec-14-11 18:18
ANALYRSIS CASE NARRATIVE
Analyst Phonenumber: 312-353-3418
Gemeral Infoxmation

Twa (2) sarples under Work Order #1111006 were received on Noveraber 10, 2011 for Totel Suspended Solids (T3S) analysis. The
sample femperatwe at the receiving time was 0.2°C, within the acceptable limit of 6.0°C. The saraple preparation and avalysis were
yerfoneed on Novernber 15, 2011 to Noverder 17, 2011, The sarapls holding titae lirnit was med.

Samp ke Analysis and Resulis

The sample preparation and analysis followed testing procedurs CRL SOP AIGO18, Revision Mo: 3.5 (Standard Ietheds 2540 D).

Quality Conivol

A1 guality control (QC) audits followed CRL guidelines. The reguired quality control criteria for the laboratory, method, and systemn
performance audits were evalnated and deferruined o be within the CRL’s QC limits.

Signature

Data

Laurerce Wong, Analyst

Page 2 of 4
ReyortName: 1111006 FIFAL Dec 14 11 1818



Environnmentat Protection Agency Region 5

. « w
Chicago Regional Laboratory LABORATORY
, ACCREDITATION
. BUREAU
536 Serth Clark Street, Chicsgo, IL 60605 ACCREDITED (SEIEC 17035
Fhone:{312)353-8370 Fax:(312)836-291 arificate # 7280 Tastng
Watex Division, US EPA Region 5 Puoject: KRR e
77 West Jackson Bonlevard Froject Humber 01842011 Repartel:
Clicago L, 8384 Froject Mamger  Cheayl Buxdett Dec-14-11 18:13
ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR SAMPLES
Sanyle IF Laheradacy I Madric Diade Samglell Bute Recehred
8-01 111100801 Water NewiG2-111200  Hew10-1110:30
B-01 1111006-02 Waler How®111200  New10-1112:30

Total Suspended Solids, SM 2540D (roodified)
UISEPA Region 5 Chicago Regional Lahoratory

SOLQ1LI006-81) Wader Sanmpled: MNov-0%- 11 12:00  Recebred: Nov-1-11 18:38

 enty

Flags 1
Renzk Chnalifiers HDL Link This Dilwim  Bach  Prepared  Soalymed |

Toial Swpended Sohis

ki 3 ngh 1 B1IIDXD  Hor-1511 Miw-15.11

‘Bm (1111006-02) Water Sampled: Hor-09-11 12200 Recaived: Nov-10-11 10:30

Flags /!
 fsalyte Eeeud Quidifirs  MODL Link ks Diltim Dok Popwed  dualymd 1
Total Sugpended Sold= v 5 ngl 1 BI11020 Hor-1511 ¥oe-15-11
Laurere Wong, Anabyst Page 3of4

Report Harme: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1813



Environmental Protection Agency Region 5

Chicago Regional Laboratory J-. LABORATORY
SLCJCR EEIE'ITATION

536 South Clark Strest, Chicago, [L 60603 W ACCREDITED ISO/IEC 17025
Fhone:(312)353-8370 Fax:(312)886-2591 Certfcate # L2280 Tesing
Water Division, US EPA Region § RSB O1A Exempiiolgiiy
77 Wt Teckson Boalevard Frogect Humber, 0lBA2011 Repartel:
Chicaga IL., 80804 ProjectManager: Cheryl Bumdett Dec-14-11 18:18
Notes and Definitions
* This Crality Contrel neasure meets the requirerrerds of'the CRL SOP ftx this analyte.
U Hot Dietected
HR ot Reported
Lauence Wong, &nalyst Fage dof 4

Report Name: 1111006 FINAL Dec 1411 1818



Items for Project Manager Review

LabNumber Anslysis Analyte Excepiion
Drofanlt Report (not medified)
VERSIOM 6.08:20%4
Bolids, TSS (Waterh Special Units: (mgil)
B111620-SRM1 Solids, TS Tatal Suspended Solids *: This Quality Cantro] measure meeis the requireracnis

of the CRT. SOP for this analyte.



Sample, Log and Extraction Comments

1111006-01
Solids, 188
pH=7
pH=7
1111096-02
Solids, TSS
pH=7

pH=7



ekdab, Inc.

Environmental Laboratory hitp:/iwww.teklabinc.com/

November 16, 2011

Joan Rogers

USEPA Region 5

77 West Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, I1. 60604
TEL: (312) 886-1463
FAX:

RE: R otk 01BA2011 WorkOrder: 11110463
Dear Joan Rogers:

TEKLAB, INC received 1 sample on 11/9/2011 3:28:00 PM for the analysis presented in the
following report.

Samples are analyzed on an as received basis unless otherwise requested and documented, The
sample results contained in this report relate only to the requested analytes of interest as
directed on the chain of custody. NELAP accredited fields of testing are indicated by the letters
NELAP under the Certification column. All tests are performed in the Collinsville. IL
laboratory unless otherwise noted in the Case Narrative.

All quality control criteria applicable to the test methods employed for this project have been
satisfactorily met and are in accordance with NELAP except where noted. The following report
shall not be reproduced. except in full, without the written approval of Teklab, Inc.

If you have any questions regarding these tests results, please feel free to call.
Sincerely.

MAWW

Shelly A. Hennessy
Project Manager
(618)344-1004 ex 36
SHennessy@teklabinc.com

Page 1 of 9



k‘iah inc.

Environmental Laboratory

Report Contents

http:ifwww .teklabine.com/

Client: USEPARegion5
Clienthjact Pork D1BA2011

Work Order: 11110463
RepartDate: 16-Nov-11

This rep oxting package includ es the follvwing:

Cover Letter

Report Corterts
Definitions

Case Marrstive
Laboratory Results
Sample Summary
Dates Report

Quality Cortrol Results
Recelving Check List
Chain of Custody

W oW m O B Wk

Appended

Page2 of 9



b Inc Definitions

Enwmnmanta'ﬁ Laboratory http:/fwww . teklabine.com/
Client: USEPARegion5 Work Order: 11110463
Client Project: Pork 01BA2011 ReportDate: 16-Nov-11

Abbr Definition
CCV Cortinuing calibration verification is a check of a standard 1o determine the state of calibration of an instrument hetween recallbration.

DF Dilution facter is the dilution perform ed during analysis only and does not take into account any diutions made during sample preparation. The
reported result is final and includes all dilutions factors.

DNI Did net ignite

DUP Laboratery duplicate isan aliguet of a sample taken from the same cnmamer under laberatory conditions for independent precessing and analysis
independently efthe origingl aliguet.

IC¥ Initial calibration verification is a check of a standard to determine the state of calibration ofan instrument before sample analysisis initiated.

IDPH IL Dept, of Public Health
LCS Laberatory control sample, spiked with verified known amourts of analytes, is analyzed exactly like a sampleto establishintradaboratory or analyst
specific precision and bias or te assess the performance of all or a pertion efthe measurement system. The acceptable recovery rangeis in the QC
Package (provided upon reguadt).
LCSD Laboratory control sample duplicate is a replicate laboratory control sam ple that is prepared and analyzed in order to determine the predsion ofthe
approved test method. The acceptable recovery range is listed in the QC Pacdkage (provided upen request).

MB Methed blark is 2 sample of a matix similar to the batch of iated ple (when availzble) that is free from the analvtes of interest and is
processed simultanecusly with and under the same conditions as samplesthmugh all steps of the analvtical procedures, and in which no target
analytes or interferences should present at concentrations that impact the analytical results for sample analyses.

MDL Method detection limit meansthe minimum concertration of a substance that can be measured and reported with 83% confidence that the analyte
concertration is greater than zem and is determined from analysis of a sam ple in a given matrix type containing the analyte.

MS Matrix spike is an aliquot of matnix fortified (spiked) with known quartities of specific analytes that is subjected to the ertire snalytical proceduresin
order fo determine the effect of the matrix on an approvedtest method's recovery system. The acceptable recovery range is listed in the QC Package
(provided upon request).

MSD Matrix spike duplicate means a replicate matrin spike that is prapared and analyzed in order to determine the precision ofthe approved test method.
The acceptable recovery range is listed in the QC Package (provided upon request).

MW Melecular weight
MD Mot Detected at the Reporting Limit
NELAP NELAP Accrediled
PQL Practical guantitation imit meansthe lovesd levelthat can be reliably achieved within specified limits of predsion and accuracy during routine
laberatory operation conditions. The acceptable recovery range is listed in the QC P ackage (provided upon request).
RL The reporting limit the lowe st level that the datais displayed inthe final report. The reporting limit may vary according to cuslomer request cr sample
dilution. The repotting limit maynot be less than the MDL.
RPD Relative percent difference is a calculated difference between two recoveries (ie. MSMSED). The acceptable recovery limit islisted in the QC P ackage
(provided upon request).
SPK The spike is a known mass of target analyte added to a blank sam ple or sub-sample; used to determine recovery deficiency or for other quality cortrol
purpases.
Surr Surrogates are compounds which are smilar to the analytes of interest in chemical position and behavior in the analytical process, but which are
not normally found in envimnmental samples.
TNTC Too numerousto count (> 200 CFU )

Qualifiers
# - Unknown hydrocarbon B - Analyte detected in associated Method Blank
E - Value sbove guantitation range H - Holding fimes exceeded
J - Analyte detected below quartitation limits M - Manusal Integration usedto determine area response
ND - Mot Detected at the Reporting Limit R - RPD cutside accepted recovery limits
S - Spike Recovery outside recovery imits X - Value exceeds Maximum Contaminant Level

Page3 of 9



N ekiab Tnc

Erwlronmeni;ﬁ Laboratory

Case Narrative

http:fivownw teklabinc.com/

Client: USEPARegion 5

Client Project: i Pork 01BA2011

Cooler Receipt Temp: 8.8 °C

Work Order: 11110483
ReportDate: 16-Hov-11

Locations and Accreditations

Collinsy il Springfield Kansas City
Address 5445 Homeshoe Lake Foad Address 3920 Pintail Dr Address 8421 Nieman Read
Collinsvills, IL 62234-7425 S pinzfield, IL 82711-9415 Lenexa, KS 65214
- Phone (512) 3441004 Phote (217)698-1004 Phene (913) 541-1998
Fax (618) 3441005 Fax (217)698-1005 Fax (913) 541-19%8
Email Jhtiley@Eieklabinc.com Email Emoelaing taklabine com Email dthommps on@) teklebin.com
State Deapt Cert# NELAP Exp Date Lab
Iitinois IEFA 100226 HELAF 13012 Collinsville
Kansas KDHE E-10374 NELAP 1RU012 Collinsville
Lonigiana 1LDEQ 165493 NELAP 613012012 Collinsville
Louisiana LDEQ 166578 NELAFP 62012 S pringfield
Arkansas ADEQ 280966 4012 Collingwilla
Iilinois IDFH 17584 43002012 Collinsville
Eentucky usI w73 512612012 Collinsvilie
Missons MDHE 00030 H132013 Collinsville
Olkizhoma ODEQ ®7E /31012 Collinsville

Page 4 of 9



kiai), ]nc_ Laboratory Results

Environmental Laboratory http:/iwww.teklabinc.com/
Client: USEPA Region 5 Work Order: 11110463

Client Project JJRIRRE Fork 01BA2011 Report Date: 18- Nov-11

Lab ID: 11110463-001 Client Sample ID: Brazinski

Matrix: WASTE WATER Collection Date: 11/09/2011 12:00

Analyses Certification RL Qual Result Units DF Date Analyzed Batch
STANDARD METHODS 18TH ED. 9222 D MEMBRANE FILTER
Fecal Coliform 1000 30000 CFUADDmI 1000 1170972011 16:50 R156707

Page5 of9



Sample Summary

http:/fwrww teklabinc.com/

Client: USEPARegion5
Clent Project: Pork 01BA2011

Work Order: 11110463
ReportDate: 16-Nov-11

Lab Sample ID Client Sample ID

Matrix Fractions Collection Date

edss-00r T

Waste Water 1 11/08/2011 12:00

Page6 of 9



Dates Report
http:ffwww teklabine.com/

Client: USEPARegion5
Client Project: Pock 01BA2011

Work Order: 11110463
ReportDate: 18-Nov-11

Saonple ID Client Sazxaple ID Collection Date Received Date
Tesi Name Prep Date/T ime Analysis Date/Time
11110463-001A  Bimminski 11/09/2011 12:00 11/9/2011 3:28:00 PM

Standard Methods 18th Ed. 9222 D Membsare Filter

1140972011 16:50

Page7 of 9



ek]abjn Quality Control Results

Environmental Laboratery

http:ifwwew.teklabinc.com/

Client: USEPA Region 5
Client Project: Pork D1BA2011

Work Order: 11110463
Report Date: 16-Nov-11

STANDARD METHODS 18TH ED. 9222 D MEMBRANE FILTER
Batch R156707  SampType: MBLK Urits CFU/100mi
SamplD: MB-R156707 Bl
Analyses RL  Qual Result Spike SPKRefVal %REC LowLimit High Limit Analyzad
Fecal Caliform 1 <1 10872011

Page8 of9



ekiab_ ]nc Receiving Check List

Environmental Laboratory http://fwww.teklabinc.com/
Client: USEPA Region 5 Work Order: 11110463
Clicnt Project: Pork 01BA2011 Report Date: 16-Nov-11
Carrier: Joan Rogers Received By: TWM
Completed by: 7/ » Reviewed by: ; I,W
On: &Ipﬁé{j Sf{ - On: z ii A lﬁ’
09-Nov-11 = 10-Nov-11
o Brenda S. Johnson a Shelly A. Hennessy

Pagestofollow:  Chainofeustody 1|  Extrapagesincluded [0 |

Shipping container/cooler in good condition? Yes V| No Not Present Temp*C 88
Type of thermal preservation? None lee vV Biue Ice Dry lce
Chain of custody present? Yes V| No

Chain of custody signed when relinquished and received? Yes ¥ No

Chain of custody agrees with sample labels? Yes ¥ No

Samples in proper container/bottle? Yes ¥ Mo

Sample containers intact? Yes ¥ No

Sufficient sample volume for indicated test? Yes ¥ No

All samples received within holding time? Yes Vv No _

Reported field parameters measured: Field | Lab NA
Container/Temp Blank temperature in compliance? Yes V| Mo

|When thermal preservation is required, samples are compliant with a temperature between
0.1°C - 6.0°C, or when samples are received on ice the same day as collected.

Water - at least one vial per SEerle has zero headspace? Yes | No ' | NoVOA vials "V
Water - TOX containers have zero headspace? Yes No | MNoTOXcantainers v
Water - pH acceplable upon receipt? Yes VI No |

Any No responses must be detailed below or on the COC.

Page9of9





